
COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In tho Mattor ofi 

THE TARIFF FILINQ OF LOUISVILLE QAS ) 
AND ELECTRIC COMPANY TO MODIFY ITS ) CASE NO. 95-037 
FIRM TRANSPORTATION SERVICE TARIFF ) 

On July 12, 1995, Commonwealth Energy Sorvlcas, Inc. (I1CESv1) 

filod it0 application for rohoarlng of tho Cornmisolon~e June 2 7 ,  

1995 Ordor In thio proceeding. CES roquooted further tariff 

modiflcationo on four loouoo.  CES nought alternatives to daily 

balancing which it conoldern leoo onerous. It would have tho 

Commlooion roqulro inntallation of telemetry aquipment for a crow- 

soctlon of oyntom uoaro and opread related conto to all customere 

rather than charging only FT cuotomeru. CES also oeeko permiesion 

for cuotomero to tako aoolgnmant of oupply or nervlco obllgatlons 

and olirnlnation of tho roquiromont that a l l  FT elactlons be made by 

April 30 of oach year. Finally, it oeoka ollmination of tho 

Operational Flow Ordor (llOFO1l) panalty when a cuotomer’s Imbalance 

bonefits tho syntem. 

On July 19, 1995, Loulovllle Qao and Electric Company (llLG&E”) 

filod ita rooponoo. It otatad that CES had already had ample 

opportunity to introduce and provldo oupport, with cont juetlfica- 

tlon, for lto alterneclva proposals to daily balancing. LG&E 

arguoo that oyatom-wide lnotallatlon of telemetry equipment is 

without morit and unnupportecl by any evidence submitted in this 



. 
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proceeding. It notos that aoeignmont of LQ&E'o service obligations 

has already been addrossed in thin procooding and that CES has not 

preaentod any ovidonco ohowing why Rate FT converaion decisions 

cannot be made by April 30 of each yoar. It further atateo that no 

penaltieo will be involved in tho imbnlanca nituntione deocribed by 

CES and, therefore, tho relief nought by CES on thin ioeue hao 

already been grantod. LQ&E conclude@ that CES haa presented 

neither arguments nor evidence oupporting itn requeot for rehear- 

ing. 

The Commiooioa finds that on tho firot three ioaues for which 

rehearing and modifications aro requested, CES ha0 not offered 

additional evidence that could not with raaoonable diligence have 

been offered at the hearing. Regarding the OFO, the Commission 

agrees that an imbalance which benafito the oyotem when an OF0 is 

in effect will not reoult in a penalty. Therofore, the iaoue does 

not require rehearing. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that CES'o rehearing request io hereby 

denied, 

Done at Frankfort, Kentucky, thin 1st day Of August, 1995. 
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